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Applicant(s) 
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10/040,843 



Examiner 



Art Unit 
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AJI participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Ardin Marschel (Exr.) . 



(3) Konrad Sechlev (AddL Rep ) . 



(2) Gregory Skoch (AddI. Rod.) . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 06 August 2004 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)H No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 12-15 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Juranas (P/N 6.368.872) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

A Z.nil^^ T inin ? F ?T to 7 L (MPEP) ' S,c<ten 713 M - Substance of Interview Mutt be Med* of Record 

Z^^?JX!^!^SZ%£%, 0 ' "* »«- * 8 " - >e -de of record in the 

TitJe 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
, Paragraph (b) 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information; 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ $Xlr^l? n ^ er T aflre * ment *■« reacned and » f so, a description of the general nature of the agreement f mav be bv 

- The agnatic, of h. examitw .tin conducted In. hl««i«« (il Fein Is nol an .Udim.nl lo a sign*) Office .ctai) 

A ^complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the foilowina aoolicable items 
1 A bnef descriptor , of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 9 PP 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) tr^^rx^x m ^T of a substantve nature discussed - — - — * *«*- - »° 

5) a bnef identification of the general thmst of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

So Tta denS U on^ 1 " A Verbatim or ^ of the arguments Is not 

ca °oe ° n »L °T ? te r , fK! UffiC, , en, ? me 9eneral nature or thrust of Principal arguments made to the 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner. j 

?) IneSner.' ^ " * ""^ Un,ess a,fead * *«*"» in *• Summary Form completed by 

-rate.^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement l^SZ^Z^L^^l^ SL'TT ^ 3 ^ exam "» r ' 8 of 0,6 

paper recording SSSSS^ 1^^?^? ^ "'"^ ^ OK " °" » 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-41 3) . ,, „ 

1 ,WU-MJ ' Application No. 10/040,843 



Cont.nuat.on of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: We discussed the priority claim and noted certain differences 
between the pr.or.ty document 60/078,780 and the instant claims that still prevents priority granting c i said pStv 
document. We also discussed possible claim amending to overcome the 112, 2nd para re? an the prior art ein 

incJnTit d / reCt6d K t0 l pecif ^ N < uid sealin 9 to ™™™ «he 1 12, 2nd para., rejn. and defining th P order ofTeps 
in claim 12 that may be different from that in Juranas.. p 
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Serial No. 10/040,843 Docket No. 31773-CIP1 

The related application information on page 1 has been amended to refer to International 
Application No. PCT/CA99/00236, and to specify that U.S. Application Serial No. 09/664,704 is 
now abandoned. 

Page 13, line 2 has been amended to replace the term "female" with the term —male—. 
Based on the reading of this line it is clear that this amendment represents the correction of an 
obvious error. 



Summary of Telephone Interview with Examiner: 

On August 6, 2004, Applicant's attorney conducted a telephone interview with Examiner 
\/ Marschel regarding proposed amendments to the claims, and regarding the priority claim of the 

^ present application. In the interview, Examiner Marschel indicated that amendment of claim 12 to 

S. v 

^ specify that step i) is followed by step ii), and to indicate that the recited sample is liquid would be 

^ acceptable providing these amendments were supported by the specification. In addition, support 
for the subject matter of claim 12 within the priority document was discussed. 

Priority Documents: 

Examiner has asserted that the reference to earlier-filed U.S. Application Serial No. 
09/664,704 on page 1 of the description is allegedly incomplete for not including the present status 
of that application. The Related Application information on page 1 of the description has been 
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